
~asbln~toa, ~ 20515

August 10, 1997

Mr. ~s~r A, Snow ~0 l~ ~
Execu~ve ~c~r
C~D Bay-DelR~ ~ogr~
1416 Ninth S~eet, Suite 1155
S~ramento. CA 95814

~: Snp~3rt for HamHto~ Wetl~ds Restoration Proj~t Category ~1 Funding

Dear ~. Snow:

We w~te to cenvey our s~ong support for C~FED Category ~ funding for ~e
Hamilton We~0s Restoration Project (Hamilton). ~ ~ou ~ow, we have been sWong
supporters of a program ~t w~l lead to ~e successful integration of s~ong env~onmemal
protection of ~e S~te’s river ~0 estu~y systems wi~ produc~vc ec~nomlc activity. It
our be~ef ~t HamPton can p~ovhlc one of the best examples of this "win ~vin" approach
m managing ~he State’s precious water resou~es.

Specit2ca~y, the project prnposes to restore 2,70~ nc~s of tidal and seasonal
weflm~ds in n~rthem San Pablo Bay ~aat w~l d~recfly benefit CALFED priomy species,
such as Chinook Salmon and o~er migratory fish, as well ~s provide refuge and
sources f~r migrating and indigenous waterfowl. We ~ge that H~3~n ~ included in
C~FED "solution ~ea" because of ~ese direct bene~ ~o C~FED priority sleeves.

In addition, H~ilmn c~ p~ovide a locm~on Eor Oae ~nefici~ reuse ~f tens of
mHlio~s of cuNc yard~ ot’su]~able ~dge material lhat would o~e~Jse be dispo~d ~ the
Bay. Tlxis ~neficial use will help to implement the imeragency Long Term M~agement
Strategy I~ dredging, fi will On so by providing environmen~lly beneficial dispos~
capacity for ~mpo~nt Bay h~bor ~eepening projects such ~s the Port of O~laod’s
proposed deepening project to 50 t~e~. ~3ae properly, it c~ provi0e ~ location for
~isposal of cu~nt m~inmaance dredging mate~2M ~a~ kg dispo~d back in ~e Bay estu~.
Funding tbr these pro~ec~ will pr¢~vide im~nt leverage ~bc a CALFED invcstmem in
Hamilt~n project.

Finally, to maximize il~e oppormnil~ tt~ feaze d~ese multiple bcnefi~ ~d
permanently pre~we thousanrs or acres of restored wctlnnds, it is crtica~ thnt every
appropriate thnding agency coHabora~ in the successful development of the
project. Therefore, we urge thzt the CAI.FED progrnm support. ~n the eu~ent funding
cycle, the BCDC/C~)astal Con~tw~cy ~pphe~tion tor Categou 111 th~ding f~r
H~ailton Wetlands Restoration Project

We thank y~u l~or you~ c~nsideratiun of this support letter and iook f~rwmd to
hearing of your determP~afion.

Smcerely yours; ~

Run~d V~ums Naucy vet~ si ic Fa~o ~
Mem~r ot C~mgmss Me"" " "    "~ " " tuber of Congress Mem~r of
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~P~ENTAT~

~ RON~D V. DELLUMS
~H CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT~ CALIFORNIA

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET)

~OM: L~.~ ~ .~,,~.T~.J~.F’~-N

SPECIAL INSTFIUOTION~:

2108 l~ayburn HOB, U.S. House of Representatlvel
Washln~ton, I:~ 20515

Phone N~nber: (202) 225-2661
Fax l~umber (202) 225-9817
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August 25, 1997

Mr, L~:,t~r A. 5now
Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta ~’rogram
1416 Ninth Strut, Suite
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Sup~rt for H~itton Wetlands Res~ration Project Ca~ry
Funding

Dear Mr, Sno~

We write to convey our strong sup~r~ for CAL~D Catego~
funding fo~ the Ha~tt0n W~flands Be~toration P~oject (IIamil~. A8 yo~
k~ow, w~ have been sffong ~upporte~s of a program that ~Ii lead to the
succ~sful ~te~ation o~ stro~xg en~ronmental protection of the S~ate’s rtver
~d ~t~o~y ~y~*m* with Fr~dueti~e ~o~0mic acH~. I~ is our ~Iie~
HaSten can pro~d~ one of the ~st ~ampl~ of this "~n-~" appzoach
managing th~ State’s predo~m water r~somce~.

Specffica~y, &e project ~fimately pro~es to restor~ 2,7~ acres of
tidal a~d ~easonal wctl~nda i~ north~r~ S~ Pabln Bay ~at will d~ectly
benefit CAL~D pzioriW species, so~ as C~ook Salmon a~d
~8rat0ry ftsh, as we~ ~s provide r~fuge and ~od $ource~ ~or ~grafing and
indig~ous waterfowl We urge that Hamilton be inc~ud~ In the CAL~D
"sol~on ~ea" because ~f these dire~ ~nefits to CAL~D priori~ spe~e8.

]n addition, Han~lton c~ pro~ide a location ~or t~e b~efid~l reuse of
tel~ of ~Hion$ of ~bic yards of suimbl~ ~r~ge ma~i~l that would
otker~se be disposed in the Bay. This ~nefic~al use ~fll help to ~plement
the interagen~ ~ng Term M~nagement St~tegy for dredging, it w~l do
by pr~viding envko~m~ntally bene~iciM disposal capad~ for im~rt~t Bay
bar~r deepening prej~ts s~ch ~ the Port of Oakland’s pIoposed d~epenmg
proj~t to -50 feet. Done properly, it can pro~de t location for lh~ disposal
c~rent maintenance dredging material that is disp~ ~ck in ~ Bay
~tuary. Fund~g for ~e~e projects w~l provide ~nportant leverage for a
C&LFED inwl~n~ ~ the Hamilton project.
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Fi1~lly, to maximize the opportunity to realize these multiple benefits

critical ~hat every appropriate f~dmg agen~ collaborate in the success~
development of the Ha~ton p*uj~t. Th~ret~e, we urge ~at ~e CALFED
program suppoct, in the current funding cycle~ the 8C~/Coas~
Conservancy app~catioa for Category [I[ ~undmg for the Hamilton Wetlands
Restoration Project.

We thank you for your consideration of this support letter and look
forward to hearing of yot~ determination.

~qincer eZy yours,

~q~nrUS Senator US Senator

~ ~.y~Wooisey ~

Member of Congres~ Member of Con~s

Mem~r o~ Confess

Nancy Pelosi~
Memb~ ol C~gr~s Member of Congr~s

Elan Tausche~ ~te Sta~k
Member ol Congr~s Mem~r o[ Congress
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Tom Compot~ -
M~mber of Coagress

Member ~ Con~s
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o[ the  tate 
~asb~n~ton,/~: 20515

August 25, 1997

Mr. Lester A. Snow
Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Support for Hamilton Wetlands Restoration Project Category III
Funding

Dear Mr. Snow:

We write to convey our strong support for CALFED Category III
funding for the Hamilton Wetlands Restoration Project (Hamilton). As you
know, we have been strong supporters of a program that will lead to ttte
successful integration of strong environmental protection of the State’s river
and estuary systems with productive economic activity. It is our belief that
Hami]ton can provide one of the best examples of this "win-wi~" approach to
managing the State’s precious water resources.

Specidically, the project ttltimately proposes to restore 2,700 acres of
tidal and seasonal wetlands in northern San Pablo Bay that will directly
benefit CALFED priority species, such as Chinook Salmon and other
migratory fish, as well as provide refuge and food sources for migrating and
indigenous waterfowl. We urge that Hamilton be included in the CALFED
"solution area" because of these direct benefits to CALFED priority species

In addition, Hamilton can provide a location for the beneficJ.al reuse of
tens of millions of cubic yards of suitable dredge material that would
otherwise be disposed in tee Bay. This beneficial use will help to implement
the interagency Long Te~m Management Strategy for dredging. It will do so
by providing environmentally beneficial disposal capacity for important Bay
harbor deepening projects such as the Port of Oakland’s proposed deepening
project to -50 feet. Done properly, it can provide a location for the disposal of
current maintenance dredging material that is disposed back in the Bay
estuary. Funding for these projects will provide important leverage for a
CALFED investment in the Hamilton project.
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Finally, to maximize the opportunity to realize these multiple benefits
and permanently preserve thousands of acres of restored wetlands, it is
critical that every appropriate funding agency collaborate in the successfuJ.
development of the Hamilton project. Therefore, we urge that the CALFED
program support, in the current funding cycle, the BCDC/Coastal
Conservancy application for Category llI funding for the Hamilton Wetlands
Restoration Project.

We thank you for your consideration of this support letter and look
forward to hearing of your determination.

~ei~~rely Y°ni~~

 ud 22d2 

Member of Congress Member ot Congress

~ ~’~ ~’~’~ ~~Member of Congress

~~?~[ec Faz~~
Member of C~gress Member of Congress

Ellen Tauscher Pete Stark
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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~mber of Congress Member of Congress

Tom Lantos
Member of Congress
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@
July 31. 1997

[.ester A. Snow, Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
ld.16 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

1 aro writing to convey my strong support for CALFED Category III funding for the
Hamilton Wetlands Restoration Project. The project will result in the restoration of 2,700
acres of tidal and seasonal wetlands in northern San Pablo Bay that will be of direct
benefit to CALFED priority species, such a~ Ctfmook Salmon and other important fish
species that rni~ate through the Bay, as well as for migratory waterfowl. Hamilton
should be included in the "solution area" for CALFED because of these direct benefits to
CALFED priority species.

In addition, the H~tmilton wetlands project will be able to use as a resource tens of
millions of cubic yards ofmalerial that otherwise will be disposed in the Bay. This
beneficial use will help implement the interagency Long Term Managernenz Strategy for
dredging, and provide environmentafiy beneficial disposal capacity for important Bay
deepening projecis, such as the Port of O~tkland’s proposed deepening project to 50 feet.
Not only will the Hamilton project provide multiple benefits, but the funding froro these
other sources will leverage the funding provided through CALFED.

In order to realize these multiple benefits and permanently preserve thousands of acres of
restored wetlands, it is critical that funding be obtained soon. Therefore, I urge that the
CALFED program support in the curreol funding cycle the BCDC/Coastal Conservancy
application for Category III funding for the Hamilton Wetlands Restoration Project.

Sincerely,
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July 28, 1997

Lester A. Snow, Executive Director
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Snow:

I am v, xiting to express my support for the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development
Commission and tb.e California Coastal Conservancy’s application for CALFED Category III
funding for the Hanlilton Wetlands Restoration Project.

As I maderstand, funding would be used to restore up to 2,700 acres of tidal and seasonal
wetlands in northern San Pablo Bay. Given that this restoration will directly benefit CALFED
priority species, including Chinook Salmon, other fish species that migrate through the bay and
migratory waterfowl, I urge that Hamilton be part of the "solution area" for CALFED.

In addition, the Hamilton wetl~mds project ~ill make use of material that would otherwise be
disposed of in the Bay. This will assist in implementing the interagency Long Term
Management Strategy for dredging and provide environmentally beneficial disposal capacity for
important Bay deepening projects.

Thmak you for your earefol consideration of the San Francisco Bay Conservation and
Development Commission and the California Coastal Conscr~ancy’s application for ffulding. It
is my sincere hope that funding will be available for the Hamilton Wetlands Restoration Project
to allow for the permanent preservation of tlaousands of acres of restored wetlands.

Sincerely,

LW:tf
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Coastal
Conservancy

August 6, 1997

Ms. Kate Hansel
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Scceet, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Suhj¢~: Hamilton wetland Restoration Project

Dear Ms. Hansel:

Enclosed are letters that the Conservency recdvcd in support of the Hamilton Wetland
R~storation Project proposal submitted in response to the CALFED, 1997 Category ]I[,
Ecosystem Restoration Projects and Programs, Request for Proposals.

I hope that by submitting letters of support in this one peckage we have minimized any
inconvenience or confusion. Please feel flee to contact either Steve Goldbeek at (415)
557-8786 or me at (510) 286-4 l 61 if you have any questions regarding the Hamilton
proposal. Thank you for your consideration of our proposal.

Sincerely,

Terd Nevins
Project Manager

C a 1 i f o r n i a S t a t e C o a s t a I C o a s c r v a n c y
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PORT OF OAKLAND
August 1, 1997

Terri NevJns
California Coastal Conservancy
1330 Broadway, 11th Floor
Oakland, California 94012-2350

Dear Terri:

The Porl of Oakland strongly supports your joint application with BCDC for
funding from CALFED for the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project (HWRP).
We believe that a cooperative effort like the HWRP is essential for timely
implementation of dredging projects and cost effective habitat restoration.

We would particularly like to emphasize the critical and time-sensitive
importance of funding for design and environmental review for the initial, 700-
acre phase of the project. This project will likely receive some funding from
Cengress fer the fiscal year beginning October 1997. However, under the
normal Corps of Engineers process, or even accelerated process, the project
would not be ready for authorization in 1998 under the Corps procedural rules.
For the project to be initiated before 2002-2005, the State of California will need
to help develop innovative ways to accelerate the project. The ConservanCy will
need Environmental Review (Phase IV) and Design (Phase V) funding by late
1997 to allow this to happen

Very truly yours,

I MCGP~TH
Environmental Manager

cc: Steve Goldbeck

JM:mp
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"-----’-lAetton

Chevron USA 1416 Ninth S~t, Suite 1155

ThomaSArtnur Anders~0B ~ellyD~ging Acdon ~idon (BDAC) for C~D !997 Catego~ ~ fun~ng
~ao .~ for ~e Hamilton Wetl~d Resmm~on Project sponso~d by ~e ~lifomia

~ra~loy ~ut~llana Approxima~ly 5-7 million cubic y~ds of s~ment and silt wash down
Ma~oa Nav~ali~ ~m the Delta and its levis into S~ ~ci~o Bay ~d l~ge in ~e Bay’s

Bank olAmori~ ~g~ ~nu~iy to suppo~ ~e shipp~g which est~bfishe~ ~e Bay-~lm

STEE nlNG COMMI~EE have ~ome inc~as~gIy l~ait~. ~ugh o~ L~S D~dged Mat~fl
~ 8o~. Dis~sal Pl~ing Pro~, we have be~n to explo~ ~e oppo~uni~es for

c~r ~e benefici~ ~use of ~dg~ matefi~ in we~d ~81o~fion ~d levee
~o~ea c c~eas~y ~hab~i~tion. Ho~fuHy t~ough ~scussions, which have akeady been

ss~eta~ ~gin to ufili~ the oppo~nides ~o~ by

John McLau~n In the inte~, o~ objee~ve is to use ~dg~ material ~m ~e U.S. ~y
Pa~ Pi~da

~S of En~eers annu~ mainten~ce d~ging anger the Poa of
P~ ~i~o~ O~land’s 50’ h~bor d~ng p~j~t at ~e l~ilton site.
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Mr. Lester Snow
August 5, 1997
Page 2

The Project will implement a number of economic and environmental objectives including
the enhancement of aquatic habitat to support valuable plant and w~ldiife and improve water
quality. San Francisco and the Delta ~ an inextricably linked system. Our fish and
wildlife depend on both areas for survival, The salmon is one of many examples
demonswating the need for both healthy Delta and Bay habitats together for its future.

We urge you to support funding for the Hamilton project in recognition of the mutual
dependence of the Bay and Delta upon each other, Our success in this project can provide a
model for future use of dredged material in the Delta.

Sincerely yours,

President

cc:    Robert Potter, Department of Water Resources
¯ - Ten’i Nevins, California Coastal Conservancy

Will Travis, S.F. Bay Conservation and Developmertt Commission
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Harry J. Moore
Fifth District Supervisor
Chair, Boa~o of S~p~s~

Coun  Ma n

July 30, 1997

Mr./.,ester Snow
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Califorrda Coastal Conservancy and San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development
Commission Category 11I proposal for the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project

Dear Mr. Snow:

A~ Supervisor for the District in which the above prffject would occur, I am pleased to have the
opportunity to express my support for th~s worthy project,

The Hamilt(Jn Wetland Restoration Project will restore 2,700 Acres of diked baylands for
important fish and wildlife species. It will also provide improved flood protection for surrounding
areas and permanently protect and reslore lands threatened w~th urban development.

I strongly recommend your favorable consideration of this proposal.

HalTy J. Moore
Supervisor District Five

Suite 315 ¯ 3501 Civic Center Dr. ¯ San Rafael, Califoml~ 94903-4193 ¯ Telephone (415)499 7331 ¯ FAX(415)499-3845

E-Mail hmoore@midasco,lnarinca.u~ Prinled on R~ycled Paper
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THE ENVIRONMENTAL FORUM OF M~eIN

L~zer
CALFED Program
1416 9~h

RE; APPgICA~ION ~OR HAMILTON AND~EL NNRIN ~YS

Dear Mr

The Envlro~ental Fo~m of ~arln Is a long.time supporter of r~rat~o~ of ghe former
Hamilton ~JrfJe]d rg~w~y to marsh and of protection of ~he ad~a~nt
property. We atrophy r~o~end a pqslfi~e r~ponse ~o ~e application f~m ~he
Co~l ~ervancy for funds to a~ut~BeiMario Ke~ and ~nduc~ s~udl~
to move the restoration pro~eC~ forward. ~

The proration and r~zora~lon of ~hese l~ge Sit~ ~o ~idal.marsh and re[at~ h~bita~
will be s ~aJor component tn ~he r~ra~o~ of the San ~anct~o ~,~uary. iV will

~ur~ry habitat for ana~omous f~h and n~tfn~ and foraging habitat forprovide
endangered specie, and habiLat for mi8ra~oPy b~ds.

Thank you for your favorable ~nsidePation. ’

Jufiie Gronrz
President
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Marin Society Box599 . Mill Val , California 94942"o599

August 2, 1997

CALFED Bay Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
8acramento~ CA 95814

This it to inform you that the Maria Audubon Society supports the
application by the Coastal Conservancy and BCDC for funds to
acquire the Bel Maria Keys site and conduct studies and
environmental review necessary to restore this and the adjacent
Hamilton sites.

Implementation of this project will restore over 2,000 acres of
currently d~ked lands to tldal marsh and other bay related
habitats. This will be a significant benefit to endangered
Clapper Rail and Salt Marsh Harvest Mouse that inhabit nearby
marshes, to many migratory bird species, and to many species of
fish. All runs of Chinook Salmon would benefit as would
Steelhead Trout from increased habitat the new marsh channels
would provide.

We urge you to favorably consider this proposal.

Sinc ely

z~~lan, Chair
Committee
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SIERRA CLUB /VIARIN GROUP
Marjorio Maotis, Ch~r

45 Wildomar St., Mill Valley, CA 94941
(415) 381-6667 fax: (415) 381-6668 emall: mmacris@aol.cum

Mr. Lester Snow
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Proposal for Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project

Dear Mr. Snow:

.,ks Chair of the Executive Committee, Marln Group of the Sierra Club, I am pleased to
express my support for the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project, a Category lrl proposal
submitted by the California Coastal Conservancy and San Francisco Bay Conservation and
Development Commission.

The project will restore 2,700 acres of diked bayland~ as habitat for important fish ~md
wildlife species. It will "also provide improved flood protection for surrounding areas and
permanently protect and restore lands threatened with inappropriate urban development.

1 strongly recemmend your favorable action on this project.

Sincerely,

Mmjorie W. Macris
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MARIN CONSERVATION LEAGUE
55 Mitchell Boulevard, Suite 21 * San Rafsel, CA 94903
(415) 472-6!70 ,, Fax (415) 472-1404
e-mail: mcl @ nbn.com ¯ web site: www.nbn.com/mcl

aoard of Directors August 5, 1997
Susar~ Stompe

President Mr. Lester Snow
Joy Dahlgren CALFED Bay-Delta Program

Vice President 1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Priscilla Bull Sacramento, CA 95814

V~ce Pre~tdent
Bob eerne~ RE: California Coastal Conservancy and San Francisco Bay

secretary Conservation and Development Commiseion Category III proposal for
Lawrence Smith the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project

Jean Berensmeier Dear Mr. Snow:
M~ch~el Calhoun
Carole d’Alessio Marin Conservation League has been working to protect and restore

Granl Davis the Marln baylands for many years. We are very pleased to endorseRick Fraites the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project proposed by the CaliforniaHarvey M. Freed
Jim Goodwin Coastal Conservancy and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and

Rachel Hoope~ Development Corn mission.
Pegi Kr~opp

Kathy Lowrey This proposal will have tremendous benefit to the entire region by
Marge MacrisJane Mills restoring significant fish and wildlife habitat, providing a dredge
Frank Nelson materials disposal sits, preventing further development in the diked

Don Neubacher historic baylands, and improving flood protection for surrounding
Terri Nevins areas.

Ka~en Nygren
Ehan~ Ponce de The timeline of this project has been coordinated with numerous

Denis Rice federal, orate and local agencies and has received strong support
Merritt Robinson from all sectors. Such coordination is critical to the success of the

George Sears proposal and exhibits a strong incentive to reach common goals.
Jean Slarkweather

Ann Thomas We look forward to assisting the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project
Pe~;~nn Wood aS it moves forward. We urge you to support this project.

Jerry Edelbrock

~ ~

E~II Eichhorn Susan Stompe
~nancial Deveto~mem President
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MARIN CONSERVATION LEAGUE
55 Mitchell Boulevard, Suite 21 * San Rafael, CA 94903
(415) 472-6170 * Fax (415) 472-1404
e-mail: mcl@nbn.com ¯ web site: www.nbn.conYmcl

eoartl of Director= August 5. 1997
Susan Stompe

PresiDent Mr. Lester Snow
Joy Dahlgren CALFED Bay-Delta Program

vicePres~lent 1416 Ninth Street. Suite 1155
F’ris¢~ll~ Bul~ Sacramento, CA 95814

8ob Bemer RE: California Coastal Conservancy and San Francisco Bay
sectary Conservation and Development Commission Category III proposal for

Lawrence Rr~ith the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project

Jean Be~’ensme~er Dear Mr. Snow:

CanDiD d’Ale==io Marin Conservation League has been working to protect and restoreer~nt O~vis the Matin baylands for many years. We are very pleased to endorse
Harvey M. Freed the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project proposed by the Ca.litornia

Jim Goodwin Coestsi Conservancy and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and
P~.l ~4oo~, Development Commission.

Kathy Lowl~ey This proposal will have tremendous benefit to the entire region by
Je.ne Mill= restoring significant fish end wildlife habitat, providing a dredge

F~a~k Nelson materials disposal site, preventing further development in the diked
Don Neubacher historic b~ylands, and improving flood protection for surrounding

Denis Rice federal, state and local agencies and has received strong support
Merritt Robinson from all sectors. Such coordination Is crltlsal to the success of the

Georg,~ So=r= proposal and exhibits a strong incentive to reach common goals

Ann Thomas We look forward to assisting the Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project
~eri~l~n Wo~ as it moves forward. We urge you to support this project.

I --003082
1-003082



CALFED Bay Delta Program
1416 Ninth Stxeet, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

The undersigned State and Federal agencies are working on the Long Term Management Strategy (LTMS) for
dredged material in the San Francisco B~y P.egion. Two project propogal~ submitted in response to the Category 111
Request for Proposals (P~P), the L~arning Laboralory f~r Restoring Subsided Land and the Hamihon Army Airfield
Wetlands Restoration Projects, meet both CALFED and LTMS goals

Both of these projects will b~nefit CALFED priority habitats and priority speeins, including anadromous fish and
migrator}, birds, through ecosystem restoration. Both projects use dredged material [’or beneficial uses and fulfill
tile LTMS goal of maximizhag the use of &edged material as a resource. Reducing the amount of dredged material
disposed in the Estuary is critical to reducing the impacts to anadromous fish that use the Bay/Delta. Both projects
also have multiple partners and opportunities for cost-sharhtg incinding cost sharing fbr use of dredged material.

In particular, the Haradton project will provide for the restoration of up to 2500 acres of seasonal and tidal wetlands
combined It is an maportant project ro the LTMS agencies in that LTMS needs an upland site as soon as possible
and it has a huge capacity for dredged matcriak If we do Hot act no~v, we wiI1 lose this restoratinn opportunity due
to the end of the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process. In addition, if the Bel Matin Keys property is to
be included in this project, it must I~e purchased as soon as possible.

The Learning Laboratory Project will show how island restoration can optin~alIy benefit ~Oln the use of dredged
neaterial, will promote the use of dredged material normally disposed of in the Delta and potentially at the Suisun
Bay Disposal Site, will provide an invaluable lesson in understanding what can be done to restore Delta Islands.

We believe tha~ both of these projects ~ill greatly benefir CALFED and LTMS goals bringing even greater benefits
to the environment. We thank you for your consideration.

gincerely.

Richard G. Thomp~
,~’~

Walt Permit William D. M~Coy
Lt. C~I., U.S. Army Executive Director Chief of Opera,ions and
Dislrict Engineer State Water l(esources Control Readiness
tJ.S. Army Engineer District 13oard South Pacific Divisiotl

U.S. Am~y Corps of Engineers

Executive Ot~cer ixeeutive Director Acting Director, Water Division
Regional Water Quality Control San Francisco Bay Censervatinn U.S. Enviromnental Protection
Board and Development Commissiol~ Agency

I --003083
1-003083



Coastal
Conservancy

July 31, 1997

Ms. Kate Hansel
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subjeot: Hamilton Wetland Kestoration Project

Dear Ms Hansel:

Enclosed are five additional copies of the color figures contained in the Coastal
Conservaney’s Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project proposal submit-ted irt respons~ to
the CALFED, 1997 Category 11I, Ecosystem K~toration Projects and Programs, Koquest
for Proposals, Five extra copies of these figures were submitted with the original proposal
package.

I apologize for any inconvenience or confusion this may have caused. Please feel free to
contact either Steve Goldbeck at (415) 55%8786 or me at (510) 286-4161 if you would
like additional figures or information. Thank you for your consideration of our proposal.

Sincerely,

Terri Nevins
Project Manager

Enclosure

1330 Broadway, 1 lth I~loor

Oak!and, California 94612-2530

510,286,1015 Fax: 510.286"0470

C a 1 i f o r n i a S t a t e C o a s t a 1 C o n s e r v a n c y
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CALFED Bay/Delta Program
1997 Category III:

Ecosystem Restoration Project and Programs

Proposal for:

Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project

Applicants:
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission
California Coastal Conservancy
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L Executive Surmnary

a. Project Title and Applicant Name
Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project

Applicants: San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission
California Coastal Conservancy

b. Project Description and Primary Biological/Ecological Objectives
The Hamilton Wetland Restoration project (I-IWILP) will restore up to 2,700 acres of subsided
diked baylands to ~ diverse mix of seasonal and tidal wetlands, while making beneficial use of up
to 33 mll~on cubic yards (racy) of dredged material that would otherwise be disposed of in the
Bay. Ttte goal of the project is to restore and maintain wctia.ad hahitat~ that sustain viable fish
and wi]d~ife populations, particularly for Bay Area specins of special status, while ensuring no
net toss of wetland habitat functions presently provided on Ihe sites. The project will also provide
improved f~ood protection for surrounding areas and permanently protect and restore lands
threatened with urban development.

The HWRP will provide the following: (1) the msturation of principal habitats of endangered
fish, wildlife, and plant species including, but not limited to. fall, winter and spring-run Chinook
salmon, steclhead trout, splittail, striped bass, green sturgeon, salt marsh harvest mouse,
California clapper IM1, California black rail, and migratory birds; (2) the restoration of support
habitats of sensitive fish and wildlife species; (3) reduced impacts of dredged material disposal
on the estuary and migration pathways of anadromoas fish; and (4) implementation of local and
regional plans.

The stressurs addressed by the FYvVRP are: (l) physical isolation and ma~shplain changes;
(2) channel form changes; (3) water quality; (4.) land use; and (5) human disturbance.

c. Approech/~fasks/Schedule

To meet the HWRP goals, it will be necessary to: (1) complete project pianning and analysis
(Phase ]I); (2) acquire the Bel Matin Keys pmlx~rty (Phase III); (3) carry out environmental
review and obtain needed approvals (Phase IV); (4) develop final construction design (Phase V);
(5) implement prqject construction (Phase VI); and (6) manage and monitor the restored site
(Phase VII). Phase I (Project Initiation) has been completed. This application requests CALVED
funding for Phases II, I~I, and IV to augment other available funding sources and in-kind
services. CALFED funding is cridcal to the success of the project. Future CALFED funding will
likely be requested for some or all of the remaining tasks and]or phases of the project. Cost
sharing may be available from (1) Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) funding for site
reraediation and closure; and (2) U.S. Army Corps of Engineers funding from civil works
dredging projects. Additionally, the HRG will seek funding through other grant programs.
The overall schedule for the Hamilton Wetlands Restoration Project is dictated by external
deadlines. The Hamilton project must be authorized in the 1998 federal Water Resources
Development Act (WRDA) in order to be constructed and available to start receiving dredged
material from major new works projects by the year 2000. Feasibifity studies and environmental
review must be near completion by May I998, to submit to Congress 1o be considered for
WRDA 1998 authorization. Additionally, the Army will need to turn the Hamilton property over
to the Conservancy for reuse by January 20~0, or it may have to simply lock the site and leave it

d. Justification for Project and Funding by CALFED
The project is needed to reverse the historic loss of most of the Bay’s wetiafids, assisting in the
recovery of endangered and threatened species and improve the health of the Bay ecosystem.
CALFED funding is critical to: (1) acquire a large parcel currently proposed for residential
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1~. Title Page

a. Hamilton Wetland Restoration Project

b. Name of Appllcants:
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Developmgnt Commission
Thirty Van Ness Avenue, Suite 2011
San Francisco, California 94102
415-557-3686
415-557-3767 (FAX)

CarlfornJa Coastal Conservancy
1330 Broadway, 1 lth Floor
Oakland, California 94612-2350
510-286-1015
510-286-0470 (FAX)

c. TypeotOrganization: State Agencies

Tax Status: Government/State Agencies

d. Tax Identification Numbers:
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission: 94-2998043

California Coastal Conservancy: 94-3164968

e. Technical and Financlal Contact Persons:
Mr. Stereo G~ldbeck (San Francisco Bay Censer’ration and Development Commission)
Ms. Terrl Nevins (California Coastal Conservancy)

f. Particlpants/Collaborators in Implementation: City of Novato; Hamilton Reuse
Authority; County of Matin; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, San Francisco District; U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Sacramento Disuict; U.S. Army; U~S. Navy; National Marine Fisheries
Service; State Lands Commission; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service; U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency; Department of Fish and Game; U.S. Geological Survey; Senatoc Feiastein;
Senator Boxer; Bay Area Congressional Delegation; State Assemblywoman Kerry Mazzeni; San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board; San Francisco Bay 1tint Venture; Mafn
Audubon Society; Matin Conservation League; Environmental Forum of Matin; Sierra Club -
Matin Group; Matin Bayland Advocates; Port of Oakland; San Francisco Bay Planning
Coalition; and San Francisco Bay Dredging Action Coalition.

g. RFP Project Group Types:Group 2-- Real estate transactions
Group 3 -- Services
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I!L Project Description
u. Pro~ect Description and Approach.
The Hamilton Wethmd Restoration Project (I-P, VRP) will restere and enhance up to 2,700-acres
of diked baylands into a diverse mix of tidal and seasonal wetlands, thereby helping to restum
and ensure the health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem. The HWRP will provide habitat for
anadromous and resident fish species, endangered and special status species, migratory
waterfowl, improve water quality, and decrease the impacts of in-Bay disposal of dredged
material by fostering the beneficial reuse of dredged materials. The FIWRP actually consists of
four land parcels: the 700-acre Hamilton Army Airfield (Airfield); the 20-acre Navy Ballfields
(Ballfields); the 400-acre State Lands Commission parcel (Antenna Eield); and the 1,600-acre
Bel Matin Keys Unit V property (Bel Matin Keys) (Figure 1).

Implementation of the HWRP will carry out CALFED’s objectives to enhance ecological
habitats and functions to support diverse and valuable plant and animal species, and to improve
water quality while building on the remediation work conducted by Army. Additionally, the
reuse of dredged material as an aspect of the I-UWRP could serve as a means of implementation of
the Long-Term Management Strategy Program for the Placement of Dredged Material in the San
Francisco Bay Region (LTMS) and provide opportunities for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) civil werk~ projects. Restoration of the Hamilton properties has garnered wide-spread
support and is consistent with local and regional land use plaes for the area, the Regional Habitat
Goals Process, and the U.S Environmental Protection Agency’s (U.S. EPA) Estuary Project’s
Comprehensive Conservation and Management plan (CCMP) for the Bay and Deka.

To provide broad public and stakeholder input into project design and implementation, the
California Coastal Conservancy (Conservancy) in concert with the San Francisco Bay
Conservation and Development Commission (Commission) has established the Hamilton
Restoration Group (HRG), comprised of representatives from federal, state, and local
governments, the environmental communities, business groups, and concerned citizens. The
HRG has already approved the project goals, objectives, a detailed work plan, and the
preliminary restoration alternatives for detailed analysis. In order to determine the most
beneficial and feasible restoration plan, the Conservancy and the Commission initiated technical
studies to address hydrology, topography, biology, natural sedimentation pt~ocesses, the use of
dredged material, and engineering requirements at the HWRP site. The detailed work plan for
these technical studies is available upon request.
This application requests CALFED funding for Phases IJ, IlI, and IV to augment the existing
funding. CALFED funding is critical to the success of the project. Future CALFED funding will
likely be requested for some or all of the remaining tasks and/or phases of the project. Cost
sharing may be available from (1) BRAC funding for site preparation consistent with site
remediation and closure; and (2) Corps funding for civil works dredging projects. Additionally,
the Conservancy will seek funding through other grant programs, such as those facilitated by the
U.S. EPA, private foundations, and others.

The Project is designed to take advantage of.several ongoing and planned initiatives. In order to
benefit from these related initiatives, it is critical that the project be ready for construction early
in the year 2/)00. To meet this goal, it will be necessary to: (1) complete project planning and
analysis (Phase II); (2) acquire the Bel Matin Keys property (Phase III); (3) c~.rry out
environmental review and obtain needed approvals (Phase IV); (4) develop final construction
design (Phase V); (5) implement project construction (Phase VI); and (6) manage and monitor
the restored site (Phase VII). Phase I (Project Initiation) has been completed.
Base Closure. The Hamilton Army Airfield has been the in base closure process since 1974.
Currently, the Army is remediating an-site contaminants and preparing the site for disposal under
the BRAC process. However, the available BRAC funds can only be spent on remediation and
closure, not on enhancement of the site. The Army intends to turn the site over for reuse by
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January 2000. or it may have to simply lock die site and leave it vacant. The Army is currently
coordinating its remediatlon technical studies with the HWRP, creating an opportunity to cost-
share the return of the military base into a valuable wetlands ecosystem.

Property Acquisition. The owners of Bel Matin Keys Unit V have offered to sell the ~ite to the
Coastal Conservancy, providing a one-time opportunity to permanently protect and restore the
entire area to wetlands habitat. An application to develop 900 homes and a golf course on the Bel
Marin Keys property is pending before the County of Matin. The appraisal ef the property is due
to be completed in August 1997. If acquisition funds are not obtained expeditiously, the
opportunity to purchase the property will be lost.
Dredging. Millions of cubic yards (racy) of material are dredged to maintain Bay shipping
channels and dumped into the Bay each year. The LTMS has indicated that beneficial reuse of
dredged material for projects such as wetland restoration will be the major direction and policy in
the region. This reu.~ policy is intended to reduce the potential adverse impacts associated with
in-Bay dlsposal by providing benefits of reuse utilization. A Congressional appropriation for
fiscal year 1998 is pending for the Corps to study the feasibility of using dredged mutual for the
I"I~rRP. The Corps will be able to provide up to 75 percent of the project costs ff HWRP is
authorized in the biennial federal Water Resources Development Act. In order to meet this goal,
planning studies need to be completed by May 1998.

Additionally, several iarge-soale dredging projects are currently planned for construclion around
the turn of the century, including the Port of Oakland’s -50 Foot Deepening Project and a
proposed marine oil terminal development in San Pablo Bay. It is estimated that these projects
could generate up to 19 and 6 racy of &edged material, respectively. The implementation of the
LTMS and the potential reuse of dredged maretiai generated by the Oakland and San Pablo Bay
projects provides an opportunity to obtain construction material for the HWRP, while sharing
project costs, and increasing the associated benefits of the proposed projects.

b. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of Project.
The ~¢¢RP properties are located in the northwestern paxt of San Pablo Bay, east of U.S.
Highway 101 in or adjacem to the City of Nevato (Figure l).The Bel Matin Keys property is
located outside of the incorporated area of the City of Novato. All four sites are located within
the County of Matin and witlfin the Novato River Watershed.

e. Expected Benefits
Pt-lmary Habitats: The HWRP will create approximately 2,7~0 acres of wetland habitaL The
habitat types created at the site will include: (1) tidal emergent wetlands; (2) seasonal wetlands;
and (3) transitional brackish marsh wetlands.
Primary Benefits and Target Species: (1) Restoration of principal habitats of endangered fish,
wildlife, and plant species including, but not limited to, fall, winter and sptSng-run Chinook
salmon, steelhead trout, splittail, striped bass, green sturgeon, salt marsh harvest mouse,
CalLt’ornia clapper rail, California black rail, and migratory birds; (2) restoration of suppor~
habitats of endangered fish and wildlife species; (3) reduced impacts of dredged material
disposal on the Estuary and migration pathways of anadromous fish; and (4) implement local and
~gion~l plans.

Secondary Benefits: (1) restoration of the principal habitats of non-listed fish, wildlife, and
plant species including, but not limited to, residential and migratury shorebirds and waterfowl;
(2) remediation and transfer of former military lands to public ownership and reuse; and (3)
aesthetic community value and public access to San Francisco Bay.

Stressors Addressed by Proj~::t: The HWRP addresses the tbllowing CALFED identified
stressors: (1) physical isolation and marshplaln changes--restoration of up to 2,700 acres of
wetland habitat diked off from the Bay in the 1800’s for ttse by target species for refuge and
feeding areas for juvenile anadromous fish and migratory birds; (2) channel form changes~
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especia!ly during wet yeats. The inclusion of brackish water wetlands at the I-rWRP site will also
enhance plant and wildlife diverzity.
The project goal is to create a diverse array of wedand and wildlife habitats (Figure 2), This array
of wetlands wi!l be designed to benefit not only valuable commercial and recreational ilsh
species, but also endangered fish, plant, and wildlife species. The HRG has established the
following restocadon objectives: (a) design and engineer a restoration project that stresses
siml~licity and has little need for active management; (b) demonstram beneficial reuse of dredged
material, ii" feasible; (c) recognize existing sire opportunities and constraints, including the
runway and reruediadon of contaminated areas, aa integral components of design; (d) ensure no
net loss of wetland habitat functions pro.marly provided on the sims; (e) create and maintain
wetland habitats that sustain viable wildlife populations, particularly for Bay Area species of
special status; (f) create buffer areas alerts the upland perimeter of the project area, particularly
adjacent to residentiat areas, so that wildhfe will not be impacted by adjacent land uses
(perimeter buffer areas should also function for upland refuge, foraging, and corddo~ for some
species); (g) create a restoration site that is compatible with adjacent land uses and wildlife
habitats; and (h) provide for public access that is compatible with protection of resource values
and regional and local public access policies.

Beneficial Use of Dredgetl Material. One of the goals of the project is to beneficially reuse
dredged material for habitat creation. Dredged material could be used to cap contaminated areas
at the HWRP properties, to construct levees, and/or as fill (to target elevations). The average
elevation at the HWRP properties are approximately -3 feet National Geodetic Vertical Datum
(NGVD). The re-establishmem of tidal wetlands and expansion of seasonal wetlands at these
subsided sites would require higher land elevations to allow for the growth of wetland vegetation
(approximately 2.7 feet NGVD for tidal marshplaln). These higher elevations could be achieved
either by: (l) waiting for tidal activity to deposit sediments over time, after breaching the existing
outboard levee; or (2) using imported matarial (such as clean dredged sediments) to shorl~n the
natural sedimentation process. Dredged material, if used, will be placed below the eventual
marsh ?lain elevation, to allow natural formation of channels, substrates and emergent
vegeraUon_
The LTMS studies estimated that the 700-acre Airfield alone could accommodate up to seven
million cubic yards (mcy) of dredged material for wetland restoration. Restoration effor~ over
the entire project site coald raise the potential dredged material reuse volumes to as much as 33
million cubic yards, The project planning studies will address project phasing and other methods
to optimize habitat creation whi~e controlling construction costs. For example, the sites will need
to be ready to receive dredged material as large Bay dredging projects are undertaken. The
Conservancy, the Commission, HRG, the Corps, and the dredging community are working to
coordinate construction of these dredging projects with the restoration needs of the Hamilton
project.

Flood Control. The military has operated and malmalned flood protection facilities (including
the levees, drainage channels, and pumping stations) at Hamilton, which drain the Airfield and
surrounding areas. Storm and fresh water inputs to the site offer a unique opportunity to develop
an array of habitats types, ranging from seasonal fresh water wetlands to transitional brackish
marsh habitats. The HWRP will incorporate these fresh water flows into the project design.

Public Access. A public access component compatible with protection of resource values will
also be developed.

Plan Alternatives. The HRG has idendl~ed four preliminary project alternatives which will be
analyzed to identify a environmentally preferred project plma that will best achieve the project
goals. It is anticipated that the restoration project will include a mixture of one or more of the
following wetland habitat restoration alternatives: (1) historic wetland conditions would be
restored at the site, including provision of large, isolated tidal ponds, as well as fresh, brackish
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water wetlands, and ddal wetlands; (2) a natural gradient of wetland elevations would be
established across th* site, providing uplands and freshwater non-tidal wetlands at higher inland
areas transitioning to tidal wetland adjacent to the Bay; (3) the site would be dividod by a levee
into distinct axons of seasonal and tidal wetlands; and (4) the site would be restored by relying
entirely on natural sedimontation to establish tidal wetlands.

e. Proposed Scope of Work
Category 1II funds ~re being sought in 1997 to augment available funds to carry the HWRP
through Phasos II, II~, and IV, as described below.

The following summarizes the proposed HWRP scope of work by project phase:

Phase L Project Inltiaflon: Phase I is complete, including: (1) the establlshment of the HRG;
(2) literature review; (3) restoration goals, objectives, and proliminary design altemadves;
(4) oppoixunides and constraints; (5) detailed work plan (available upon request).

Phase I1. Project Planning and Analysis: Define and assess the feaslbility of restoration
alternatives. Phase 1I has been initiated, for the Hamilton Army Airiiold, Navy Ballfields, and
Antenna Field portions of the project, funded through a grant to the City of Novato from the
Conservancy, and by the U.S. EPA. Category III funding is being sought in 1997 to expand
Phase 1I studies to include the Bel Mafia Keys Unit V property. It is critical to conduct
hydrological, biological and other needed studies encompassing the entire project site.
Phase HI. Site Acquisition: Category IIl funding is being sought in 1997 to acquire the Bel
Mafia Keys Unit V property.

Phase IV. Environmental Review and Permitting: Category III funding is b(mg requested in
1997 to undertake: (a) analysis of the environmental impacts of project alternatives; (b) selection
of an environmantally preferred alternative; (u) compliance with State and federal environmental
review and document preparation requirements, including development of appropriate impact
mitigation measures ; (d) assess the federal interest in use of the site for dredged material reuse;
and (e) obtain and comply with required permits and authotzations,

Phase V. Final Construetlon D~ign: Category I/I funding may be sought in subsequent grant
rounds for completing the development of a final project design plan and associated construction
drawings and engineering specifications.

Phase VI. Implementation and Construction: Category III funding may be sought in
subsequent grant rounds to augment other grants and cost sharing measures for construction and
implernentation of the restoration project,

Phase VII. Site Management and Monitoring. Category III funding may be sought during
subsequent grant rounds to ensure the ongoing implementation of a site monitoring and
ma2ntenance program and institute remediation measures, if needed.
f. Monitoring and Data Evaluation
The monitoring and data eva!uation of the HWRP site will build on the monitoring research
efforts already initiated at existing restoration sites in the North Bay, including the Sonoma
BayIands Wetland Restoration Project and outboard of the Hamilton site. The principal purpose
of a monitoring program for the HWRP will be to provide data and analysis on the long-term
development of wetlands and habitat functions at the restored sites.

In 1995 the LTMS Reuse!Non-Aquatic Studies Work Group prepared a model monitoring
program in an effort to coordinate the monitoring of North Bay restoration projects. The
monitoring program for the I-/WRP properties will follow the LTMS-estabilshed protocols based
on reaching the performance criteria outlined by the established project goa~s. Specific
monitoring parameters at the restoration site will include: (a) measurements of the physical
system, including topography, slough channel development, and tidal hydrology; (b) analyses of
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IV. Cost and Schedule to Implement Proposed Project
a. Budget Costs

To date, the Conservancy and the U.S. EPA are funding feasibility planning efforts. Potential
additional funding sources include: (a) Defense Environments] Restoration Act Funds; (b)
~rederal BRAC remediation fttads (as discussed below); (c) U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service funds;
(d) other federal funds to be obtained via new legislation; (e) State general funds; (f) local
dredging project sponsor (25 percent non-federal contribution); (g) the San Francisco Bay Joint
Venture; and (h) the Matin Community Foundation and other private foundations.

Category 111 funds are critical to the successful implementation of the HWRP. Funds are needed
in 1997 to collect and integrate data on the Bel Matin Keys property into project planning, to
complete the project design in time to receive federal construction authorization and to meet
timelines of Bay dredging projects. Category llI funding is also being sought in 1997 for the
acquisition of the Bel Matin Keys property. Funding for the acquisition of the Bel Matin Keys
property is a critical need at this time. Although negotiations to acquire the land are onderway,
development plans are pending. The opportunity to purchase and restore wetland habitat on the
site will be lost if action is not talcen quickly. In addition, the Commission and Conservancy are
seeking 1997 Category ~I funds to initiate and complete the State and federally required
environmental review, documentation, and penmitting processes for the I-IWRP.

CALFED funds used for contracted studies will use standard State contracting procedures.

CALFED funding for Phase H through Phase IV is being requested at this time due to external
schedule deadlines. If CALFED funds am provided incrementally for the requested phases,
Ph~e II is considered the most pressing followed by Phases I~[ and IV.
Detailed budget costs are presented in Table 1.

b. Sohedule Milestones
The overall schedule for the Hamilton WetLands Restoration Project is dictated by external
schedule deadlines. CALFED funding in this round of grants is crucial to the success of the
Hamilton project in order to meet these firm milestone dates. The Hamilton project must be
authorized in the 1998 federal Water Resources Development Act Q3fRDA) i~. order to be
constructed and available to start receiving dredged material from major new works projects by
the year 2000. Feasibility studies and environmental review must be near completion by
May 1998, to submit to Congress to be considered for WRDA 1998 authorization, The
Conservancy most take advantage of this narrow window of opportunity to acquire the Bel Matin
Keys Unit V parcel to preclude be h’retrievable loss of this property to urban development.
Significant cost savings will be achieved by the early inclusion of this property in the designing
and phasing of the Hamilton project. No other funding is available within the time-frame needed
to mcet these crucial deadlines. The HWRP schedule is present in Table 2 and also graphically in
Figure 3.

e. Third Party Impact

Potential third party impacts associated with the tIWRP include: (1) loss of small and isolated
existing on-site seasonal wetlands; (2) potential flooding of adjacent/ands due to alteration of
existing on-site hydrology and stormwater pumping; (3) preclusion of regional a~rport
development; (4) ioss of existing recreational baseball fields; and (5) loss of some of the existing
agriculture land uses. Mitigation measure~ to address these third party impacts will be addressed
through project design and the requh:ed environmental review process. Potendal mitigation
measures include a policy of no-net loss of existing habitat functions on the sites, inclusion of
regional stomawater flood protection measures within the design of the wetlands restoration
prqiect, and provision for development of a sustainable agriculture demonstration project within
the boundaries of the acquired lands. It is not anticipated that mitigation will he provided for the
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Table 1
HWRP Budget

Labor Salary & Acquisition Leas Irl-ldnd &
Phasing/Tasks (PY} Benefits Overhead Contracte Costs Total Cost other funds CALFED Grant

Phase I Scop/ng 1.2 90,000 24,300 0 114,300 -114,300

Phase II Planning &

Hamilton Feasibi}ily
_Stud~’ 0.6 50,000 12,150 225,000 287,15C -287,150
BMK Feasibility Study 0.3 22,500 6,078 200,000 228,57~= .23,57‘= 200,00(~
COE Dredging Study 0.25 15,000 4,050 400,000 419,05(~ -412,00( 7,05C
Final D~tg~n~___ 0.6 45,000 12,150 300,000 387,15(~ -26,00C 331,15(~
Subtotal 1.75 132,500 34,425 1,125,000 1,291,g2~ -753,72.= 538,20(~

Phase III Acquisition 7,500 2,025’ 0 1~,000,000 14,009,525 -9,52‘= 14,000,00(~

Phase IV Environmental

CEQArNEPA 0.7 52,500 14,175’ 350,600 416,675 -37,00C 379,675
Per~m_itting 0.1 7,500 2,0251 60,000 6g,62~ -9,52~= 60,000
Subtotal 0.8 60,000 16,200i 410,000 486,20(; -46,52E 439,675

Phase V Construction
Design
.~)rawings & Sl:~ecs. 1,6 48,750 13,163; 400,000 461,9t5 -400,00C 61,913

to be Io be i to be to be to be to b~
Phase VI Construction determined determined determined determined determined determined

Phase VII Maintenance to bo Io be to be to be to be to be
& Monitor|rig determined determined determined determined determined determined

TOTALS 4,15 338,750 90,113j 1,935,000 14,000,000 18,363,863 -1,324,075 15,039,768
11



loss of potential airport development or on-siR recreational facilities as these issues have already
been addressed through local and regional planning efforts.

Table 2
Project Schedule Milestones

Phase L Project Initiation Complemd

Phase II. Pr~ect Plannin .~ and AnalTsis
t.onservanc~, ~asibility stud~’November 1997
RestorationPi an Januar~ 1998
COE feasibiliq¢ stud}, Mid-1998

Ph~e IlL Property, Transfer ,
Bel Matin Keys V PendLng final appraisal &

fundin[~
Navy property Available now
Army property Pending rernediation. 1999

or earlier

Phase IV. Environmental Compliance
CEQAfNEPA Mid- 1998
WRDA anthoHzatieu September 1998
Permittin[~ Jan. 1998 - Sept. 1999 .

Ph~e V. Final Construction Design Sei~t. 1998 - Maseh 1999

Phase VL Construction & Begin May 1999
Implementation

Phase VII. Site Management & Ongoing
Monitoring

The HWRP will also provide significant third par~y benefits. Most importantly, the project will
enable the Army to complete base clasum and transfer the property for beneficial reuses, a
process which began over 20 years ago. The Coastal Conservancy is the only entity willing to
take transfer of this property. The potential establishment of a dredged mate~al reuse site would
provide the dredging community with reuse opportunities that do not presently exist, supporting
the economic productivity of regional shipping and ~lated i~adastries,

The HWRP will significantly alter the existing characte6stics of the sites. The Hamilton
properties were converted to land uses which supported relatively little functional fish or wildlife
habitat. The majority of the Hamilton properties were utilized by the military as an airfield and
support facilities. The 1,600-acre Bel Mar’in Keys prope~y has been under agricultural
cultivation since the turn of the century. These land uses and features at the prope~es will be
replaced by the creation of wetland and associated upland habitats.
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V. Applicant Qualifications
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission
The Commission has extensive experience in wetlands restoration, dredged material disposal
issues, and the use of dredged material in restoration projects in San Francisco Bay. The
Commission was the first coastal management program in the nation and has provided
comprehensive planning for the Bay and regulation of all projects in the Bay for over thirty
years. Its San Francisco Bay Plan and Suisun Marsh Protection Plan have been used
internationally as models for implementing coastal management. Some of the Commission’s
efforts most germane to the ItWRP have ranged from integrative planning for the Suisan
Marsh--the largest wetland complex on the west consort requiring and overseeing wetlands
mitigation projects for permitted Bay fflt projects, and, more recently, involvement in planning
and implementing demons~afinn projects for the beneficial use of dredged materials.
The Commission brings to this project three decades of success in coordinating complex projects
and working oooperatively with project partners and interested parties. The Commission is
particularly strong in conducting open public processes. Commission documents combine strong
technical content with a clear and understandable pmsenmtian.
As one of the five State/federal partners in the LTMS, the Commission has taken a leadership
role in studying and promoting the use of dredged material as a resom:ce. The LTMS has taken
consensus-based actions to end the "mud-lock" in the Bay while ensuring the protection of the
Bay’s natural resources. The LTMS is now I-realizing a Po!icy EIS/Progra.mmatic EIR for
overseeing dredging and disposal in the Bay, and is prepanng a comprehensive management plan
to implement the preferred alternative. The LTMS has a strong emph~is on the beneficial reuse
of dredged material, particularly for the restoration of Bay wetlands.
The Commission has been extensively involved in all aspects of the LTMS, but has focused its
efforts nn dredged material reuse, including use of dredged materials to bolster Delta levees, in
landfills, and in wetlands restoration. The Commission has helped develop and evaluate the
beneficial rouse of Bay dredged material, as well as fostering demonstration projects and
legislative initiatives to further its use. This experience is directly applicable to planning and
implementing the HWRP.

The Commission team includes Steven Goldbeck, Coastal Program Manager; Will Travis,
Executive Director; Jaime Michaels, program analyst, and Eric Larson, staff scientist.

Steven Goldbeck, HWRP co-pmject manager, is a senior staff member with over 10 years
experience at the Commission in planning, policy, legislative, and regulatory activities. Mr.
Goldbeck has specialized in dredging and beneficial reuse issues for the past seven years. He co-
chaired the Dredging and Waterway Modification Committee of the San Francisco Estuary
Prqiect, and was a principal staff member for the LTMS program since its inception. His work on
the LTMS included co-chairing the UplandAVefland reuse Working Group and acting as project
manager for the LTMS studies of the beneficial reuse of dredged material--from scoping the
studies to overseeing $1.2 million in contracts. These studies encompassed the biological,
engineering, and land-use aspects of beneficial reuse. He is now co-managing, with staff or" the
San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board, preparation of the management plan
for implementing the LTMS program. Mr. Goldbeck has worked on demonstration projects for
dredged material reuse, including extensive involvement in the Sonoma Baylands project.

Mr. Goldbeck brings strong project management skills to the HWRP, as well as an extensive
background in all aspects that will be needed to successfully implement this project.

California Coastal Conservancy
The Coastal Conservancy was created by the state legislature in 1976 to protect, restore and
enhance coastal resources. The Conservancy works in pannership with local governments, other
public agencies, non-profit organizations and the private sector, including landowners. To date,
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VL Compliance with Standard Terms and Conditions
Relevant portions of the 1997 CALFED Category HI Grant Application have been reviewed by
Ms. Marcia Grimm, Senior Staff Counsel for the Conservancy. The Conservancy is agreeable to,
and able to comply with the terms and conditions included in Attachment D of the Request fur
Proposal except as follows: (1) the Conservancy would revise or exclude Paragraph 9 in
"Attachment D Terms and Conditions", requiring it to indemnify, defend and save harmless the
State because the ConservaJaey is itself an agency of the Siam; (2) the Conservancy wou/d
exclude Paragraph 10 in the "Attachment D Terms and Conditions", because agents and
employees of the Conservancy are, in fact officers and employees or agents of the State of
California.

The provisions included under :Standard Clauses - Contracts with Public Entities" and "Standard
Clause - Interagency Agreements" are acceptable to the Conservancy, and we are able to comply
with all of the provisions.
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